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Abstract

We propose a diffuse interface model to describe tumor as a multicomponent de-
formable porous medium. We include mechanical effects in the model by coupling the
mass balance equations for the tumor species and the nutrient dynamics to a mechanical
equilibrium equation with phase-dependent elasticity coefficients. The resulting PDE sys-
tem couples two Cahn-Hilliard type equations for the tumor phase and the healthy phase
with a PDE linking the evolution of the interstitial fluid to the pressure of the system,
a reaction-diffusion type equation for the nutrient proportion, and a quasistatic momen-
tum balance. We prove here that the corresponding initial-boundary value problem has
a solution in appropriate function spaces.

Key words: tumor model, porous medium, diffuse interface model, Cahn-Hilliard equation,
reaction-diffusion equation.

Introduction

Tumor growth is nowadays one of the most active area of scientific research especially due
to the impact on the quality of life for cancer patients. Starting with the seminal work of
Burton [10] and Greenspan [35], many mathematical models have been proposed to describe
the complex biological and chemical processes that occur in tumor growth with the aim of
better understanding and ultimately controlling the behavior of cancer cells. In recent years,
there has been a growing interest in the mathematical modelling of cancer, see for example
[1, 2, B @9, 16, 20, 22]. Mathematical models for tumor growth may have different analytical
features: in the present work we are focusing on the subclass of continuum models, namely
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diffuse interface models. There are various ways to model the interaction between the tumor
and surrounding host tissue. A classical approach is to represent the interfaces between the
tumor and healthy tissues as idealized surfaces of zero thickness, leading to a sharp interface
description that differentiates the tumor and the surrounding host tissue cell-by-cell. These
sharp interface models are often difficult to analyze mathematically, and may fail when the
interface undergoes a topological change. Metastasis, which is the spreading of cancer to other
parts of the body, is one important example of a change of topology. In such an event, the
interface can no longer be represented as a mathematical surface, and thus the sharp interface
models do not properly describe the reality any more.

On the other hand, diffuse interface models consider the interface between the tumor and
the healthy tissues as a layer of non-infinitesimal thickness in which tumor and healthy cells
can coexist. The main advantage of this approach is that the mathematical description is
less sensitive to topological changes. This is the reason why recent efforts in the mathematical
modeling of tumor growth have been mostly focused on diffuse interface models, see for example
[15] 16, 211, B0, B3, 36, 43, 50], and their numerical simulations demonstrating complex changes
in tumor morphologies due to mechanical stresses and interactions with chemical species such
as nutrients or toxic agents. Regarding the recent literature on the mathematical analysis of
diffuse interface models for tumor growth we can further refer to [111, [12] 13, 18] 24} 25 27, 29]
as mathematical references for Cahn-Hilliard-type models and [6], 28, 37, 41] for models also
including a transport effect described by Darcy’s law.

A further class of diffuse interface models that also include chemotaxis and transport effects has
been subsequently introduced (cf. [30), [33]); moreover in some cases the sharp interface limits of
such models have been investigated generally by using formal asymptotic methods (cf. [42] 45]).

Including mechanics in the model is clearly an important issue that has been discussed in
several modeling papers, but that has been very poorly studied analytically. Hence, the main
aim of this paper is to find a compromise between the applications and the rigorous analysis
of the resulting PDE system: we would like to introduce here an application-significant model
which is tractable also analytically. Regarding the existing literature on this subject, we can
quote the paper [46], where, using multiphase porous media mechanics, the authors represent
a growing tumor as a multiphase medium containing an extracellular matrix, tumor and host
cells, and interstitial liquid. Numerical simulations are also performed that characterize the
process of cancer growth in terms of the initial tumor-to-healthy cell density ratio, nutrient
concentration, mechanical strain, cell adhesion, and geometry. However, referring to [47] for
more details on this topic, we mention here that many models in the literature are based on
the assumption that the tumor mass presents a particular geometry, the so-called spheroid, and
in that case the models mainly focus on the evolution of the external radius of the spheroid.
The resulting mathematical problem is an integro-differential free boundary problem, which has
been proved to have solutions (cf. [8, 23]) and to predict the evolution of the system. Variants
of this approach have been then considered, e.g. in [I7] differentiating between viable cells and
the necrotic core. Further extensions of the model introduced in [47] can be found in [44].

Very recently in [32] a new model for tumor growth dynamics including mechanical effects
has been introduced in order to generalize the previous works [38, B9] with the goal to take
into account cell-cell adhesion effects with the help of a Ginzburg-Landau type energy. In



their model an equation of Cahn-Hilliard type is then coupled to the system of linear elasticity
and a reaction-diffusion equation for a nutrient concentration and several questions regarding
well-posedness and regularity of solutions are investigated.

In this paper, following the approach of [47], we introduce a diffuse interface multicomponent
model for tumor growth, where we include mechanics in the model, assuming that the tu-
mor is a porous medium. In [47] the tumor is regarded as a mixture of various interacting
components (cells and extracellular material) whose evolution is ruled by coupled mass and
momentum balances. The cells usually are subdivided into subpopulations of proliferating,
quiescent and necrotic cells (cf., e.g., [15, [16]) and the interactions between species are deter-
mined by the availability of some nutrients. Here, we restrict to the case where we distinguish
only healthy and tumor cells, even if we could, without affecting the analysis, treat the case
where we differentiate also between necrotic and proliferating tumor cells. Hence, we represent
the tumor as a porous medium consisting of three phases: healthy tissue ;, tumor tissue s,
and interstitial fluid ¢, satisfying proper mass balance equations including mass source terms
depending on the nutrient variable p. The nutrient satisfies a reaction-diffusion equation non-
linearly coupled with the tumor and healthy tissue phases by a coefficient characterizing the
different consumption rates of the nutrient by the different cell types. We couple the phases
and nutrient dynamics with a mechanical equilibrium equation. This relation is further coupled
with the phase dynamics through the elasticity modulus depending on the proportion between
healthy and tumor phases. We refer to [19] for a mathematical model of a multicomponent flow
in deformable porous media from which we take inspiration. The mass balance relations are
derived from a free energy functional F = F(pg, @1, 2, w, o) which, in the domain Q where
the evolution takes place, can be written as

. Vo2 Vo2 2 E(py, po)w?
Fo [ (eo-w+ FEE oL s o + £+ B2 0 o

where w denotes the volume difference with respect to the referential state, E is the elasticity
modulus of the tissue, and F' is a suitable nonnegative function defined below in (CI2)). The sum
1 + g represents the interaction potential of a typically double-well character between tumor
and healthy phases, with dominant component ¢ which is convex with bounded domain, while
g is its smooth non-convex perturbation. The quantity p represents the mass content of the
nutrient. Notice that the gradient terms in the free energy are due to the modeling assumption
that the interface between healthy and tumor phases is diffuse (we take the parameters in front
of the gradients equal to 1 here for simplicity, but, in practice, they determine the thickness
of the interface and have to be chosen properly). The quantities g, @1, @2 are relative mass
contents, so that only their nonnegative values are meaningful. We also assume that all the other
substances present in the system are of negligible mass, that is, the identity pg + ¢1 + 2 =1
is to be satisfied as part of the problem. Hence, we choose the domain of v to be included in
the set © := {(p1,02) € R? : o1 >0, @y >0, 1 + @y < 1}. Classically, ¥ can be taken as
the indicator function of © or a logarithmic type potential (cf. [26]).

Under proper assumptions on the data, we prove a result of existence of weak solutions for
the resulting PDE system, that we will introduce in the next Session [, coupled with suitable
initial and boundary conditions. The PDEs consist of two Cahn-Hilliard type equations for the
tumor phase and the healthy phase with a PDE linking the evolution of the interstitial fluid to



the pressure of the system, a reaction-diffusion type equation for the nutrient proportion and
the momentum balance. The technique of the proof is based on a regularization of the system,
where, in particular, the non-smooth potential 1 is replaced by his Yosida approximation
1.. Then, we prove existence of the approximated problem by means od a Faedo-Galerkin
scheme and we pass to the limit by proving suitable uniform (in e) a-priori estimates and
applying monotonicity and compactness arguments. A key point in the estimates consists in
proving that the mean value of the phases are in the interior of the domain © of v, which in
turns leads to the estimate of the mean value of the corresponding chemical potentials in the
two Cahn-Hilliard type equations (cf. [14, 26]). The uniqueness could be proved only in very
particular situations, for example for smooth potentials 1) satisfying suitable growth conditions
and under some restrictions on the interaction coefficients in the Cahn-Hilliard type equations
for the phase. We prefer to leave this argument for further studies on the model.

Plan of the paper. In the next Session [l we introduce the model deduced from the modeling
hypothesis of [47] . In Session Pl we state the mathematical problem and the main results of the
paper concerning the existence of suitable weak solutions for the corresponding PDE system.
The proof relies on the passage to the limit (in Section M) in a regularized problem, whose well
posedness is obtained in Section [l

1 Modeling

We follow the modeling hypotheses of [47] and represent the tumor as a porous medium con-
sisting of three phases: healthy tissue, tumor tissue, and interstitial fluid. We choose the
Lagrangian formalism, and assume that the evolution of the system takes place in a bounded
domain Q C R3 with Lipschitzian boundary.

The state of the system is described by the following scalar quantities:
©o: Relative mass content of the interstitial fluid
©1: Relative mass content of the healthy tissue
9. Relative mass content of the tumor tissue
11: Chemical potential controlling the growth of the healthy tissue
po: Chemical potential controlling the growth of the tumor tissue
p: Fluid pressure
w: Volume difference with respect to the referential state

0: Mass content of the nutrients



We consider the following evolution system in a given time interval (0,7):

2
Pit+ Y cydivg =S, i=0,1,2, (1.1)
=0
) 1
v + E(pr, @) w —p = @/ (E(p1,p2) w — p) duz, (1.3)
0
A w’
(1) = (82) + utonin) + Voglon o)+ Voo (1
H2 2 2
So=—7(0) o(1 — @o), Si =7(0) Go1, S2="(0)Pop2, (1.5)
Mo = D, w:SOO_f<p)7 (17>

where the dot denotes the derivative with respect to t € (0,7"), 0v is the subdifferential of a
convex potential 1, g is a smooth bounded possibly non-convex perturbation of 1,

V is the gradient with respect to the space variable = (21,22, 23), V, is the gradient with
respect to ¢ = (@1, 2), A is the Laplace operator, f is an empirical increasing function of
the pressure, and &, ¢ are fluxes of the components ;, o, respectively.

The physical meaning of (L.7)) is the following: At constant volume w, the pressure p increases
when the fluid content ¢, increases. Similarly, at constant pressure, the volume increases
when the fluid content increases, and at constant fluid content, the pressure increases when the
volume decreases.

The above system is coupled with initial and boundary conditions

0i(0) =" fori=1,2, w(0)=uw’ 0(0)=0" in Q, (1.8)
Voi-n=0 fori=1,2, &&-n=0 fori=0,1,2, (-n=r(o—0") ondx(0,7), (1.9)

where n = n(x) is the unit outward normal vector at the point = € 0€2.

In (LH) as well as in what follows, for a generic function v € L'(Q2 x (0,7)) we denote by

v —i v(x x
u(t) = ‘Q‘/ﬂ (z,t)d (1.10)

for t € (0,7") the mean value of v over €.

Equations ([4) and (L7) can be derived from the potential (0.1 according to a standard
“Cahn-Hilliard” theory, namely,

Mg € 84,01-;((;00’@17902’107@)7 i2071a27 (111)

where 0, denotes a suitable (e.g., Clarke) concept of subdifferential, provided we set
F(z) = / FY(s)ds (1.12)
20
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with zy from Hypothesis 2.11(iv). Egs. (ILT]) then represent the mass balance for the three com-
ponents ¢y, 1, @2 of the system, where ¢;; are the constant interaction coefficients. The source
terms S; are given by (ILH]), where 7(p) represents the speed of the growth rate depending on
the nutrient concentration p. Eq. (L2) is a diffusion equation describing the mass balance
for the nutrient concentration with a constant positive diffusion coefficient D > 0 and with
a nonnegative coefficient A depending on ¢1, s and characterizing the different consumption
rates of the nutrient by the different cell types. The coefficient x > 0 in the boundary con-
dition (L9) for ¢ is the diffusivity of the boundary for the nutrients, and ¢* is the (given)
nutrient concentration outside the domain. Eq. (IL3) is the mechanical equilibrium equation
with constant viscosity coefficient v > 0 and with positive elasticity modulus E(p1, @) of the
tissue which can be different for different proportions of ¢; and ¢s. The constitutive functions
A, FE, f,v, the convex potential 1, the interaction constants, and the initial and boundary
conditions satisfy Hypothesis 1] below.

The system ([LI)—(L7) is thermodynamically consistent. Indeed, the balance between the power
supplied to the system fQ o ®it; dr and the potential increment F formally gives

/ Z P da — —F(wo, P12, W, 0) = /(wp — E(p1, p2)irw — go) du
o (1.13)

_ /(y|w|2 + DIVl + Alpr, 92)0%) da > 0,
Q

which shows that the dissipation rate is positive during the process.

2 Statement of the problem

The quantities g, ¢1, 2 are relative mass contents, so that only their nonnegative values are
meaningful. We also assume that all the other substances present in the system are of negligible
mass, that is, the identity ¢o+ @1+ = 1 is to be satisfied as part of the problem. The convex
functional 1 has to be chosen in such a way that the closure Dom of its domain Dom 1) is
the set

DOHIQ/} =0 := {(p = (@1,(,02) € Rz PP > 0, o) > 0, 1+ Y2 < 1}, (21)
and for 6 € (0,1 — (1/4/2)) we define

Os :={p € Int O : dist(p,00) > §}. (2.2)

Let us first specify the hypothesis about the data of the problem.
Hypothesis 2.1. We fiz a constant K > 1 and assume the following hypothesis to hold.

2 2
(i) Zcij =0 forall j=0,1,2, Zcij =0 forall i =0,1,2, and there exists ¢ > 0 such
i=0 Jj=0
that = cijléi = I° 2 616 — &f* + 16 — &) for all &.61,62 € R
i#



(i) E,A:R*— [0, K] are Lipschitz continuous functions;
(iii) v:R — [ K, K] is a continuously differentiable function, |7 (0)| < K for all p € R;

(iv) f:R — R is a continuously differentiable function, fi > f'(p) > fo for some f1 > fo >0
and all p e R, z = f(0);

(v) ¥ : R* — [0,400] is a proper conver lower semicontinuous function satisfying (Z1)).
We further assume that there exist positive constants 6,0 ,c,r" such that putting o7 =

de KT—2 the following implications hold:

(v1) dist(,05,) < 67/2 = [{] <V VE € (D),

(v2) ¢ €O, o=@l 2 0r/4, pe@—= rlg—E < (6-€p—0)+¢
VE € O(p), V€ I(P);

(vi) g:0© — R is a given function of class C?;

(vii) 0, %, 09, w?, o° € WHA(Q) N L®(Q) are given initial data such that w® =0, (£, ) €
Os with & from Hypothesis (v), ©d(x) + @Y (z) + p3(x) =1 for a.e. z € Q;

(viii) o* € L*>((0,T) x 0R) is a given function with ¢* € L*((0,T) x 952).

Conditions (v1), (v2) need some comments. They slightly differ from those in [I4, Proposition
2.10], but it is easy to check they are still satisfied if for example v is the indicator function
of the set ©. Indeed, (v1) holds trivially. To verify that (v2) holds, take any ¢ € © and
¢ € O(yp). We first notice that € = 0, and

&, p—v)>0 Yveo.

We are done if £ = 0. Otherwise,

v:¢+5T%

is an admissible choice, and we obtain (£, — @) > d7|£|, which is precisely (v2) with r' = ép
and ¢ =0.

In the proof, we extend the function g to the whole R? in such a way that
Cy = sup{lg(¢)], [Veg(0)]. | (Vg (), ) | 1 ¢ € R} < o0 (2.3)

The main result of the paper reads as follows.

Theorem 2.2. Let Hypothesis[2Z1) hold. Then the system (LI)—([L9) admits a solution with the
reqularity p; € L=((0,T) x Q), Vi, € L>=(0,T; L*(Q)), ¢; € L*(0,T; W%Q)), pi, Vi €
L*((0,T) x Q) for i = 0,1,2, (p1(z,t), p2(x,t)) € O a.e., o+ 1+ 92 =1 a.e., w €
L=((0,T) x ), w, Vw, Vi € L=(0,T; L*(Q)), 0 € L*((0,T) x Q), 0,Vo € L>(0,T; L*)).
The equations (L3), (LA) (LX) and the initial conditions (L&) are satisfied almost everywhere



in Qx(0,7) and in Q, respectively, and the relations (L)) -(L2) and (L4) are to be interpreted
respectively as

2
/ (%’ v; + Zcij (Vj, Vvi)> dz = / S;v;dr, i=0,1,2, (2.4)
Q Q

Jj=0

/Q (004 D (Vo, V) + Apr, ¢2) 00) dz + /4/89(9 —o")vds(x) =0, (2.5)

/Q <<Z; ) — Vog(1, 02) — VWE(SD17902)%2> (Z; ) = (:2 >> dz
_ /Q ((Ver, V(r1—¢1)) + (Voo V(va—)) ) dz < /Q (01, 02) — (1, 02)) dz (2.6)

for a.e. t € (0,T) and for all test functions vy, vy, ve, 0 € W13(Q).

The proof of Theorem is divided into several steps. We introduce a small regularizing
parameter ¢ > 0 and approximate the convex potential ¢ by its Yosida approximation °
defined by the formula

W) = min { o = o8+ 0(a) | @)

z€R2

Let us recall the main properties of the Yosida approximation, see [3], 4] [7] for proofs.

Proposition 2.3. The mapping ¢ : R* — [0,00) is convex and continuously differentiable,
and the so-called resolvent J¢ of Oy, defined as

Jo= (I +eoy)™t, (2.8)

where I is the identity, is non-expansive in R*. The mapping V¢ is monotone and Lipschitz
continuous, and has for every o € R? the properties

Vet (i) = é(so — J7p) € OY(J7p) Ve >0, (2.9)
Vet (@) = m(9Y(p))| — 0

peDomas = | L ort O 210

V() = IV (DI + 0(J7) Ve >0, (2.11)

V(p) S U(p) as €N\, (2.12)

where m(0Y(p)) is the element of 0Y(p) with minimal norm.
From (Z3)-(@II) it follows that for every ¢ € R? and every & > 0 we have
1
Vi(0) = 3-le = TP + ¢ (7). (2.13)

For every ¢ € R? and € > 0 we have J*(p) € O, so that (Jp) > 0 > |J°p|*—~1. Furthermore,
the Young inequality yields that

1
2 (0. JF0) < ——|ol? + (26 + 1)|J50|?
(¢, 90>_25+1|s0|+(8+ NIl



and we obtain

. 1
V(@) > 267+1|S0|2 —1 VpeR. (2.14)

We consider the following weak formulation of the regularized problem (LII)—(T.9)

2
/ <¢ivi+zcij (vﬂj,wi)> dx:/Sividx, i=0,1,2 (2.15)
Q e Q

[ @0+ D (Vo Vi) + Alprp) gi) datx [ (0= ) 0ds(a) =0, (2.16)
Q o0
v + E (g1, 02)w — P - L/ (E((pl 0o) W — P ) dz, (2.17)
’ lool+|e1]+lw2] 19| Jq 7 |0ol+|p1]+|w2| ’
A i w?
<M1 ) T (A% ) + Vo (U5 (1, 902) + 91, 92)) +VpEp1, 02) =, (2.18)
M2 ©2 2
So = —Q (1 - S00)> S = Q%, Sy = QSOQ, (2-19)
v(0) Po
Q= — — —, 2.20
(ol + Tl + Tee) (ol T 121 + T2 (2.20
to =0, w=po— f(p), (2.22)

for a.e. t € (0,T) and for all test functions vy, vy, ve, 0 € WH2(Q).

Assuming that [ZI0)—-(222), (L&) has a solution, choosing vy = v; = v, = v in (ZIH), and
summing up over ¢ = 0, 1,2, we obtain formally from Hypothesis R1I(i) the identity

A(i‘ﬁ “dx:/QQ (;2;%—1>vdx

for all v € WH2(Q). Putting y(z,t) = 27, @i(x,t) — 1, we see that this is an identity of the
form y(z,t) = Q(x,t)y(x,t) with initial condition y(x,0) = 0 according to Hypothesis 2.TI(vii).

Hence, still formally,
2

> gilat) =1 (2.23)

i=0
for all z and ¢. In particular, the denominators in (ZI7) and (Z20) are greater or equal to
one. We show below that in the limit ¢ — 0, all y; will be nonnegative, and the denominators
will all be equal to 1.

3 Galerkin approximations

We solve the problem (2.15)-([2.22), (L8) by Galerkin approximations. We choose the orthonor-
mal basis e, : k € NU{0} in L?(Q) such that

—Aep =X e, iInQ, Ve,-n=0 ond for ke NU{0}, X =0,



and for m € N we introduce the functions

() =3 gaen@), u™ =3 fult)en(z) fori=0,1,2,
k=0 k=0
t) = d(t)er(z)
k=0

with time dependent coefficients @;x(t), fiix(t), 0x(t) which are to be found as solutions of the
ODE system for £k =0,1,...,m

/(gpl ek+ch <Vu] Vek>> dx—/S( epdr, 1=0,1,2, (3.1)
Q =0
/ (6™ey, + D (Vo™ Ver) + AP, o5 6™ey) dar + & / (6™ — g")epds(z) =0, (3.2)
Q o0

ffl(so(m) w™)
08| + o™ |+|90§m)\

vi™ + E(™, 5" w™ —

IQI/< el - O oy | 9% (3.3)
8™+ o™ + lo3™)
o™ = Pu(f (™ = w™)), (3.4)
m 5 m m m m m |U}(m)|2 .

" = —Dg™ + By, (M}( ™ 08" + g™, o5 +OE(™ 5 ))T ,i=1,2,

(3.5
S =—QM (=), S =QM ™, ST =M o, (3.6)

(m)y »(m)

Q(m) v(0"™) @y (3.7)

(o™ + 1+ 105N (28] + 10| +185™])

where P, : L*(Q2) — H,, := Span(eg, . .., e,,) is the orthogonal projection of L*() onto Hm,
the symbol 0; denotes the partial derlvatlve 0/0¢; for i =1,2, and go(m) (1/19) S, cpl ) dz.
The initial conditions are

@ik(()):/ﬂgog(x) e (x) dz, @k(O):/QQO(ZL‘) er(x) de, w(m)(x,O):wo(x). (3.8)

System ([B])-(B.2]) is a locally well-posed system of 4(m+1) differential equations of the first or-
der for 4(m+1) scalar unknowns g, @i, i = 0,1,2, k = 0,1,...m, while it is convenient to in-
terpret (B.3))-(3.6) as constitutive relations. We shall see below in Eq. (8.13)) that the expressions
in the denominators of (3.3)) and (B.1]) are greater or equal to 1, hence the formulas are mean-
ingful. In particular, since f~! is Lipschitz continuous by Hypothesis 21(iv), the equation (B.3)
defines a Lipschitz continuous solution operator W : C([0, T]; R3™+D) — C1([0, T); W”(Q))
which with given functions @, i = 0,1,2, k = 0,1,...m associates the solution w(™ of

10



B3). The existence of a unique local solution of (BI)—(3.6]) is therefore guaranteed on a
nondegenerate time interval [0,7,,), 0 < T, < T.

In order to show that the solution (B.I))—(B.6)) is global, we derive some estimates for the solution
on the whole interval [0,7,,).

3.1 FEstimates independent of m

In the series of estimates which we derive in the formulas below, we denote by C' any positive
constant independent of m and e, and by C*° any constant independent of m and depending

possibly on e. For simplicity, we denote by | - |z the norm in L?(Q), and by || - ||y the norm
in Wh2(Q).
We first handle Eq. (8.:2)) which is easy. We multiply it by g and sum up over k =0,...,m
to obtain 41

——/ \Q(m)|2dx+D/ \vg<m>|2dx+f/ 0™ ds(z) < C. (3.9)

We proceed similarly multiplying [B3.2) by 0r and summing up over k = 0,...,m to obtain
that

d
[1ampacs g (0 [1vdmPasen [ jgmpas) <o (1e [ 1#mPar). @
Q dt 0 90 Q

hence,

Tm
/ /|Q(m)\2dxdt+supess (/ \Vg(m)|2(t) d:c—i—/ \Q(m)|2(t) ds(:c)) < C. (3.11)
0 Q Q a0

te(0,Tr)

We further sum up Eqgs. [B1]) over i = 0,1,2. From Hypothesis 211(i) it follows that

i LA v e = [ (57454507 e
Q Q

- / QU (z, 1) (7 +!™ 8™ — 1) ey, da (3.12)
Q

for all £ =0,...,m. In terms of the functions
yi(t) = /(@ém)ﬂpgm)‘i‘@gm) —1Depdr = Gor + Prx + Pok — dok,
Q

where dp is the Kronecker symbol, we rewrite (8.12) in the form

m

9(t) = an(tu(t)

=0

with bounded coefficients ay,(t). This is a linear ODE system with zero initial conditions by
Hypothesis 2II(vii), so that all functions yx(t) vanish in the whole interval of existence. Hence,

o (2,) + "™ (@, £) + o (3, 8) = 1 (3.13)

11



for all (x,t) € Q x [0,T},).

Next, we prove that w™) as a solution of the ODE (B.3)) admits, together with its time deriva-
tive, an L*°-bound independent of m and e, namely
supess  (|Jw™ (z,t)|4+]w™ (x,t)]) < C. (3.14)
(z,t)eQ2x(0,Tm)

Indeed, we first add to both the left-hand side and the right-hand side of (3.3]) the term

f”(@ém))
0™+ ™+ 1™
which is bounded by Hypothesis 2ZI](iv) and (8.13). Note that by [B3) for £ = 0 we have
Jo W™ dz = 0, hence Jo w™ dx = 0 by Hypothesis 21I(vii). Next, we multiply (33) by w™,
use the fact that the mean value of w™ is zero and that (f~ ((pém)) f_l(goém)—w(m))) w™ >
0, integrate over {2, and obtain

%/ Jw™ (2, )| da SC’/ |w™ (z, )| da
Q Q

fora.e. t € (0,T,,), hence, [, |w™ (z,t)|*dz < C for t € [0,T,,). In particular, the right-hand
side of (B3] is bounded independently of m and £. We now repeat the same procedure multi-
plying (3] by signw™ without integration over (2. Note that for a.e. = € 2, the function
t + w'™(z,t) is absolutely continuous, so that w(m)(:p t)signw™(z,t) = Zlw™(z,1)| a.e.
Furthermore, (f~1(¢™) — £~ (o™ —w™)) signw™ >0, and we get

0
u§|w(m)(:€,t)|+E(gp§ ),g02 Nw™ (z,t)] < C  a.e. in Qx(0,T),)

with [w™)(x,0)] < C. Integrating from 0 to ¢ we get a uniform upper bound for |w(™ (z,t)],
and, by comparison in ([.3), we conclude that (B.I4) holds.

Further estimates are more delicate. We multiply the (i, k)-th equation of (B1]) by f; and

sum up over ¢ =0,1,2 and £ =0,1,...,m to obtain
2
Z/apl ™ da + ZCU/ V,u] Rvnd >dx:Z/Si(m) wi™ da. (3.15)
i,j=0 i=0 7/

We treat the three integrals in (BI0]) separately. We first define a reduced potential F§ =
F5(@o, 1,02, w) by the formula

~ w?  |Veil? |Vl
7= [ (Bt + o) + oo + Blon’y + 20+ V20) a0 o)
Q

with £ as in (LIZ). Then the first integral on the left-hand side of (3I5) can be rewritten as

2

«(m d m m m
Z/Qsoﬁ ™ dr = — Fler et ey w™)
=0

Fe(oim, o™ o )y — ¢ / o™ da (3.17)



with a constant C' independent of m and ¢ as a consequence of (3.14)).

To estimate the second integral in ([B.13]), we use the vector formula
1 2 2 2
(u,v) = =5 (lu = v = ful” = o)

to conclude, using Hypothesis 2T1(i), that

2 2
> e (V™ V™) = =5 3 e V™ = TP = 530 V™ - v (318)
i,j=0

i#j i=1

Finally, the integral on the right-hand side of ([3.I%]) can be rewritten in the form

2 2
S [ = =30 [ smap s [ s - wt)d
i=0 Y i—1 JQ Q
- (m) (m) _(m) (m) _(m) m) _myy W™
+Z/Si P (&-W(% Loy )H0ig(er ey )+ OE(er Ly )T) dz. (3.19)
i=1 Y&

The first term on the right-hand side of (8.19) can be estimated using integration by parts as
follows.

2 2
=30 [ s A dn = 3 (9.9 do < 0 (19 VA V)
=1 =1

(3.20)
To estimate the remaining terms, notice that the function Q™ defined in (B.7) is bounded in
absolute value by the constant K from Hypothesis 2.11(iii), and also

ST (@, )| < K forall z €, tel0,T,), i=0,1,2. (3.21)

By Proposition 2.3 the gradient V,1® of 1 is Lipschitz continuous with a constant depending
on . We thus obtain from (B.19)—-(B.21)) that

2
>, / S ™ dw < € (1 |+l i+ |1+ V o™ Bt Vo™ B+ V™ )
i=0 79

(3.22)
Combining ([BI0)-(B22]) we thus obtain
q 2
Tt el 8 w) + / (Z V™ wé’”ﬂ?) de
i=1
< (14 V™2 4+ Vo™ 2, 4 1vl™ |2 (m) 2 (m)2 (m)2 393
= VO™ + Vo gy + [Voy Ul oo T+ len T+ sl ) - (3.23)

By Hypothesis Z11(iv), we have F/(z) > 22/(4f,) — C for all z € R with some constant C' > 0.
Hence, using (3.10), (214), B11), (B14), and Gronwall’s argument, we derive from (3.23) the

13



estimate

supess ([l (1) + o™ [ (0) + [ () + 1Vl i (0) + Ve 1))
€(0,4m

T 2
+ / / <Z V™ — Wé’”’?) (z,t) dadt < C°. (3.24)
0 Q i=1

Furthermore, differentiating (3.3) with respect to the spatial variables we obtain that

v + (o™, oi") V™ 4w (9B, o) Vel + BB, ) Vel

m m (fil)l((p(m) _w(m)) - m m 1
(Vo =V~ ) e V| e |
o8+ S e [+l [+l |
(3.25)

Testing (3:25) by Vw™ and using the inequality |g00 |—|—|g01 |—i—|g0 | > 1, Hypotheses 2-TI(ii),
(iv), and the estimate (3.14]), we find that

d m m
Vw4 e[Vl < (14 Vel + Vo™ + V6™ ) (3.26)
with some constants C' > ¢ > 0. From (8.13)) we immediately obtain the pointwise bound
Vet < Vo™ |+ 196" ace. (3.27)
It follows from (3.24)), (B.20]), and by comparison in (3.23]) that
sup ess (|Vw(m>|H + |Vw(m)|H> <C. (3.28)
te(0,T)
By virtue of ([3.4]) we have
IV ud™| < V™| + [Vei™ | + [ Vw™]  a.e. (3.29)

Since V,1° is Lipschitz continuous for every € > 0, we obtain from (B.5) and (3.14]) that

9 1/2
™ ()] < ¢ (1 + / > o™ P (x, 1) das) (3.30)
Q=1

/W”’I dx<C<1+/ b2 dx). (3.31)

We now summarize the above computations in (3.24)—(B31]) and obtain for all ¢ € (0,T,,) that

2
/Q <Z (1612 + 1V6l™ 2) + ™2 4 [ Vg™ 2 + [V 2 4 |vw<m>|2> (2,t) da
2

/ / <Z |u§’”’|2+|w§’”’|2)+|@<m>|2> (z,7)dwdr < C° (3.32)

=0

and

14



with a constant C° > 0 independent of m, and the uniform estimate (3.14) holds. By com-
parison in (3.3]), we have a bound for Acpgm) in L*(Q x (0,7)) independent of m, i = 1,2.
Finally, by comparison in (B.1), we obtain bounds in L*(0,7; W~%2(2)) independent of m for
@5’”), 1 =0,1,2. We thus have sufficient estimates which on the one hand guarantee that the
solution exists on the whole time interval [0,7] and, on the other hand, enable us to pass to

the limit as m — oo in BI)-(B1) and check that the following statement holds.

Proposition 3.1. Let Hypothesis [21 hold and let € > 0 be given. Then the system (2.15)—
Z22), (L) admits a solution with the reqularity w;, Vi, Ap; € L*((0,T) x Q), ¢;,Vi; €
L=(0,T;L3(2), ¢; € L0, T;W=L2(Q)) for i = 0,1,2, @9+ o1 + @2 = 1 a.e., w,w €
L=((0,T) x ), Vw, Vi € L=(0,T; L*()), 0 € L*((0,T) x Q), 0,Vo € L>(0,T; L*(Q)).

We can indeed pass to the limit in the initial conditions for ¢ and w by virtue of ([B.I1]) and
(B2]). For the initial conditions for ¢;, the argument is standard as well. It is easy to check
for each 7 = 0,1,2 that

Vn >0 Vo, € L*(Q) 3, >0

. om) (m) (3.33)
te(0,t;,) = dm, e NVm >m,: (p; (x,t) — ;" (x,0))v;(z) dz| < 7,
Q

so that the initial condition is satisfied in weak sense. Note that this is related to the so-called
Aubin-Lions lemma, see [40), Theorem 5.1] for the original reference.

4 Limit as € = 0

In the previous section we have proved that system (215)—(2.22)), (L&) admits a global solution.
The estimates that we have derived so far depend on . We split this section into two subsec-
tions. In Subsection 1] we derive estimates independent of & of the solution of (ZT3)—(222]),
and in Subsection we prove Theorem by passing to the limit as ¢ — 0.

4.1 FEstimates independent of &

Let us start with the following simple modification of [14] Propositions 2.10, 2.13].

Proposition 4.1. Let v satisfy Hypothesis [21](v). Then there exists € > 0 and positive
constants b, c,r such that for € € (0,&), the Yosida approximations 1° of 1 have the following
properties:

(i) dist(, Os,) < 67/2 = [V, ()] < b:
(i) ¢ €Os, 0 R, Jp— | > dr/2
— PV () — Vot ()] < (Vo (9) — Vot (@) 0 — ) +c.
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Proof.  We prove the statement for b = b, r = ', ¢ = ¢ + 2r'V, where V/,d,r' are as in
Hypothesis 2T1(v). Let us start with part (i), and consider ¢ € R? such that dist(p, 0s,) <
or/2. For € > 0 we define J*¢ as in Proposition 23] and choose any & € 0¢(¢). We have by

29) that

~

&= V(@) = 26— I9) € (),

hence —¢ <§5 — é, é‘e> = <é€ — é, JEp — gb> > 0 by the monotonicity of 0. We thus have
|€5] < ¥ by Hypothesis Z(v), and part (i) is proved.
To prove part (ii), let @ € O, be given, and put & = d7/(4V'). For € < & we have

. . . op
@ — J°¢p| = ¢el¢f| < T

by virtue of part (i). Hence, dist(J°¢,Os,) < d7/4. Let further |¢ — @] > 67/2 for some
¢ € R?. We denote & = V,1°(¢). We have either

€ € 5
|7 — Jp| < ZT, (4.1)

or 5
[T = TPl = (4.2)

In case (1)), we have dist(J°p, Os,) < dr/2, and we obtain from (i) simply that
rleT = € < v (€7 + [€°) < 2rb.
If (42) holds, then we have by Hypothesis 2.1(v) that
rlef — &1 < (€€ P00 ) + ¢ = (£-&,0—p) — ele—EP + ¢ < (6—€, =) + .

Combining the two inequalities and using the monotonicity of V,1° we obtain the assertion.
|

We actually need the following consequence of Proposition FT1

Corollary 4.2. Let ,&,b,c,r be as in Proposition [{.1 Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0
with the property that for every ¢ < &, for every ¢ € L*(Q) such that ¢(z) € O, a.e., and
for every o € L*()) we have

r / IV, (o)) — Vot (3(a)] da < / (Vo () — Vo™ (3(2)), () — () d + 2.
(4.3)

Proof. Let ¢ € L*(Q) be arbitrarily chosen. We define 0, := {z € Q : dist(p(x),0s,) >
or/4}, Q- =Q\ Q.. For a.e. x € Q_ we have by Proposition [4.1](i) that

|Vt (o(x)) — Vit (p(x))] < 2b.
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For a.e. z € 2, Proposition LTI(ii) yields that

Ve (o(x)) = V™ (0(2))| < (V™ (p(2)) = Voo™ (@(2)), (@) — () + ¢

Using the fact that (V0% (p(x)) — Vo0 (4(2)), p(z) — @(x)) > 0 a.e. we can combine the two
inequalities and obtain that

7”/Q Vet (o()) = Vo' (p(z)) | dz < /QWw/fa(@(x)) = Vi (@(), p(2) — ¢(x)) dr
+ | Q|+ 2rb|Q_]| .
Putting ¢ := [Q|(c + 2rb) we complete the proof. ]

Let us come back to Problem (2.15)—(222)) with initial conditions (L8) and estimate the distance
of the functions ¢;(t) from the boundary of ©. To this end, we choose vy = v; = v, = 1 and
put

_ (o)
(ol + ol + oD (%ol + 211 + 122D
We obtain
- Po(t)
o) = =250 [ 1@ (1 = (et a (1.4
: Po(t)
a0 =55 [T (4.5
- polt) . 1) dor
O S RCUPNETEE (1.6

From Hypothesis ZT1(iii) it follows that |'(x,t) (1—o(z,t))| < |T(z, )| (|p1(z, t)|+|pa(z, t)]) <
K for a.e. (z,t) € Q x (0,T). By Hypothesis 2II(vii) we have @,(0) > §/4/2 > 0, hence,

@o(t) > @o(0)e ™" >0 for all t€[0,T]. (4.7)

Lower bounds for ¢, @, are more delicate to obtain. These functions are continuously differ-
entiable. There exists therefore T, € [0, 7] such that

@i(t) >de T forall te (0,71, i=1,2. (4.8)

Put T} = max{7. € [0,T] : inequality (£8) holds}, and assume that 7 < T for some ¢ < €.
For definiteness, we can assume that

@ (TF) = e BT, (4.9)

Taking into account (A7), we have 1 — @y(t) — @a(t) = Po(t) > (6/2)e ™ in [0,T7]. Hence,
denoting ¢ = (1, ¢2) we have dist(p(t),00) > (6/2) e K771 > 67, so that ¢(t) € O, for all
te0,717].

Recall that we have the bound

supess (|w(zx,t)|+|w(x,t)]) < C (4.10)
(z,t)eQx(0,T%)
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as a consequence of ([3.I4]). Let us denote i = (fi1, fiz). From (@I0), (ZI]), and (2.3)) it follows
that

1 -
o) < [ (1907 + W] + 51V:B @2 ) e < [ [90%(0) T ()] e+ O
) (4.11)
with C' = b+Cy+3 sup |V, E(p)|w? where we have used Hypothesis 211(ii),(vi), and Proposition
ET1(i). We further obtain from Corollary 2] and (ZI8]) that
1 ~ c
01 < 7 [ (V7() = Vo ()0 = @) da + Ol +
1
— [ b (ehp— o do+ Ol + £
_ ~ C
(= [1vera- [ Tuato)p @) dot [ Guo-g)ar) 4 Clol+ £

We now use again (23), the fact that [, (u, ¢ — @) do = [, (@ — i, ¢ — @) dz, and the ele-
mentary inequalities

/ p—gPdr<C / Vol de, / - aPde < C / IVl d. (4.13)
Q Q Q 9]

to conclude that there exists a constant M independent of ¢ such that for all ¢ € [0, 7] we

have
la(t)] < M <1 + (/Q IVo|*(z,1) dx) v (/Q |Vl (z,t) dx) UQ) : (4.14)

We now repeat the estimation procedure from Subsection B.I We test the i-th equation in

(Z13) by v; = p;, and sum up to obtain similarly as in (315)-(B.I8)

d . c 2 9
5/(2f0(90079017§027w)dx+5/9;(|V,ul_v,u0| )dx
2
< Z/SiuidijC(l—l—/ |g00|d:c) (4.15)
i=0 /¢ @

for a.e. t € (0,77) with F§ defined in (8.10), and with some constants C' > ¢ > 0 independent
of €. We further estimate the right-hand side by

2 2
Z/Sz‘,uid$§02/ il il d,
i=0 /9 i=0 79

to obtain, by virtue of EI3), (@I4), and the hypotheses on F and g, that
t 2
[ (o + 070+ 96) .00 do+ [[S 20V = Vol o)
0 i=1
t
<0 (1 [ [ V6l + ol + [Vl + 93s) 1) ) (4.16)
0 Jo
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We have for all (x,t) € Q x [0,T7] the identity o + @1 + w2 = 1 and Vg = =V, — Vs,
hence, |Vl < C(|Vpo| + |Vw]). Note that repeating the computations leading to (B.:28)) we
derive the estimates

supess (|Vw|g + |Vw|g) < C (4.17)
te(0,T7)

with C' independent of £. The Gronwall argument and (2I4]) now yield

2 ¢ 2
/( ©)+ > (el + Vil )) (x,t)d:c+/ /ZOM”WW) (z,7)dzdr < C*
Q 1=0 0 JQ

(4.18)
for every t € [0, 7] with a constant C* > 0 independent of £. By comparison in (2.10) we get
the bound

T
/ i ()]l -1200ydt <C, i=0,1,2. (4.19)
0

To make the list of estimates complete, recall that the upper bound in (39)-(BI0) is indepen-
dent of m and &, so that

supess (|o(t)[m + [Vo(t)|n) < C, /O et <. (4.20)

te(0,T)

The next step consists in proving that 7 = 7". To this end, we split for each ¢ € [0, 7] the
domain €2 into three parts, namely

Qo(t) ={x € Q: pi(x,t) >0},
Q) ={zeQ:0> ¢ (z,t) > —c'/*},
Qo(t) = {z € Q: —c¥* > (1)}

Let us start with (¢). By definition (27) of ¢, we have for = € (25(t) that

L
W (elnt) 2 gomig oot~ a2 5 (4.21)
By virtue of (I8]]), we have
1Qs(t)] < 2C*/e. (4.22)

We now rewrite Eq. (L) in the form

|Q| (/Qo(t /ﬂl(t /Q2 ) (x,t) p1(x,t) dz,
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[(z,t) @1 (x,t) de > —K|Q[et/4,

1/2
M)l de > K [ el de = ~Ki01 ([ foteoP )
2(t) Qa(t) Q

—\/§KC*51/4,

/Q D(x,t) o1(z,t)de > —K o1(z,t) dz

0 (t) Qo (t

K|l +K(/ +f )wt
Q1 (t) Qa(t)

> —K|Q|@i(t) — K(1+V2C%) /4,

v

Using the fact that 0 < @o(t) <1 for t € [0, 7] we have that

p1(t) = S0|0S§1|5) /QF(:E,t) o1 (2, 1) dz > —K(@1(t) + A/ (4.23)

with a constant A > 0 independent of . We thus obtain a lower bound for ¢;(¢), namely
(note that ¢1(0) > § by Hypothesis 2ZT](vii)),

@1(t) > e Kt — A4 (1—e ™) >de ™ - A/t (4.24)
for t € [0, T]. We see that for £ > 0 sufficiently small, condition (£3) is violated. Hence, by
(ER), T =T and the estimate (AI]]) holds globally in [0, 7.

4.2 Proof of Theorem[22

We show that passing to the limit as ¢ — 0 in (ZI8)-(2:22) we obtain a solution to (LI)—(L1)
in the sense of Theorem We label here the solution (u;, ¢;, w, o) of (2I5)—-(222) with the

upper index ¢ in order to emphasize the dependence on ¢.

The estimates (LI8)—(20) are independent of ¢ and hold globally on [0,7]. We can therefore

extract a subsequence ¢ — 0 such that

o Vi — Vo, for i =0,1,2, Vo — Vo, Vw® — Vw weakly-star in L>(0,T; L*(Q2));

o 0°— 0, 15—, Vus — Vpy,; for i =0,1,2, w° — w weakly in L*(2 x (0,7));

o 5 — ¢ for i =0,1,2 weakly in L*(0,T; W~1%(Q)).
Using the Sobolev embedding theorems, the trace theorem, and the Lions compactness lemma
[40, Theorem 5.1] we obtain the convergences, passing again to a subsequence of ¢ — 0 if
necessary,

e o° — o, w® — w strongly in C([0,T7]; L*(Q2));
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o 5 — p; for i =0,1,2 strongly in L*(Q x (0,7));
e o° — o strongly in L*(0,T; L*(092)).
We can pass to the limit in all terms in (ZI5)-(222), and the limit initial condition (L8 is

obtained by an argument similar to ([B33]). The variational inequality (2.6]) needs to be paid
some attention. Since ¢ is convex, we can rewrite ([2.I8)) as

2
/Q (M‘i — 019(¢1, 93) =01 E(¢5, 905)%) (v1 — ¢}) dz
2
+/ (MS — Oag(7, 95) =02 E (¢, w%)%) (vy — ¢5) da
Q
— /Q (Vi V(vi—¢])) 4+ (V5, V(ve—¢5)) ) da < / (V°(v1,v2) — (], 93)) Az (4.25)

Q

for a.e. t € (0,7) and for all test functions vy, v € WH2(Q). We now choose an arbitrary test
function A € L?(0,T), A(t) > 0 a.e. From the above convergences it follows that

e—0

T T
lim inf / / Vi (@, ) PAE) dr dt > / / Vs, £)2A(F) dar i,
0 Q 0 Q

and using (2.12)) we obtain the pointwise limit lim._,¢ ¥°(vy, v2) = ¥ (v1,v2). We multiply both
sides of the inequality (4.20) by A(t), integrate over ¢ € (0,7") and pass to the limit to obtain

[ [ (s ttoren-oBon oS ) (- e0ro dea
+ /OT/Q (Mz — Oag(p1, p2) = E (1, 902)%2) (v2 — p2)A(t) dz dt
[ ] (0¥ 000) + (T, T ]A)

/ /1/1 U1, U2) A d:cdt—hmmf/ /w 07, 3)A(t) dr dt (4.26)

for all test functions vy, v, € WH2(Q). It remains to prove that we have

liminf/O /Qws(goi(x,t),wé(x,t))k(t)dxdt2/0 /Qw(wl(x,t),gog(:c,t)))\(t)dxdt. (4.27)

e—0

If (L21) is fulfilled, then, on the one hand, ([26) holds and, on the other hand, we conclude that
Y(p1(z,t), pa(x,t)) < oo almost everywhere. This means in particular that (p;(z,t), pa(z,t)) €
O for a.e. (z,t) € 2 x (0,7). Hence, as mentioned on the last line of Section [, the identity
loo| + |@1| + |v2] = wo + ¢1 + @2 = 1 holds almost everywhere, so that (217) coincides with

(C3), and ZT9)-(Z20) coincides with (LH).
To prove (AL21), we first notice that by (£I5]) we have

supess/ P (p(x,t)) de < C.

te(0,T
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For simplicity, we omit for a moment the arguments (x,t) and write simply ¢°, ¢ instead of

cpe(x,t),go(x,t). By (m), we have

1
V) Z ol = TP ae (4.28)
Hence, for a.e. t >0,
/ lof — Jo P da < 26/ Y (¢°)dx < Ce. (4.29)
Q Q

We thus have for a.e. t > 0 by triangle inequality
|57 (t) — o(O)]r < [J77() — ()] +[07(8) — o) |m < Ce+ [0 (t) — () ]m. (4.30)

We know that ¢ converge to ¢ in L?(2 x (0,T)). In particular, it follows from ([Z30) that
JEp®(x,t) = p(x,t) a.e. in 2 x (0,7). On the other hand, by (2I1]) we have

VHe7) 2 D(J7¢7) e, (4.31)
and (£27) follows from (£30)-(£31) and from the lower semicontinuity of ¢». We thus obtain

the inequality
T w?
/ /Q ((M — d1g(¢1, @2)—81E(9017902)?> (v1—¢1)
0

(1 = Baglon o) -0, )5 ) (- ) MO

~ [ [ (9r Vo) + (Vo Vv A0 it

g/OT/sz;(vl,vg t)d dt — / /¢ 01, o) A1) dz dt (4.32)

for all test functions vy, v, € WH3(Q), XA € L*(0,T), A(t) > 0 a.e., which is equivalent to (2.0]).
This completes the proof of Theorem 2.2l
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